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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY  

 

Between April and October 2021, at the request of Cozad and Fox, Inc., CRM TECH 

performed a cultural resources study for the proposed Second Street Improvement 

Project in the City of Beaumont, Riverside County, California.  The project includes 

extending Second Street from its current terminus to Pennsylvania Avenue, widening 

Second Street from the current terminus to the westerly boundary of the Home Depot 

shopping center, and associated drainage improvements along the roadway.  The 

project area measures approximately 2,850 linear feet in length and encompasses 

roughly 5.5 acres, lying across the boundary between Sections 10 and 11, T3S R1W, 

San Bernardino Baseline and Meridian. 

 

The study is a part of the environmental review process for the project.  The City of 

Beaumont, as the lead agency for the project, required the study in compliance with 

the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).  The purpose of the study is to 

provide the City with the necessary information and analysis to determine whether the 

proposed project would cause substantial adverse changes to any ñhistorical 

resources,ò as defined by CEQA, that may exist in or around the project area.  In 

order to identify such resources, CRM TECH initiated a historical/archaeological 

resources records search and a Native American Sacred Lands file search, pursued 

historical background research, and carried out an intensive-level field survey.   

 

Throughout the course of the study, no ñhistorical resourcesò were encountered 

within or adjacent to the project area.  Therefore, CRM TECH recommends to the 

City of Beaumont a finding of No Impact on ñhistorical resources.ò  No further 

cultural resources investigation is recommended for this project unless construction 

plans undergo such changes as to include areas not covered by this study.  However, 

if buried cultural materials are encountered during any earth-moving operations 

associated with the project, all work within 50 feet of the discovery should be halted 

or diverted until a qualified archaeologist can evaluate the nature and significance of 

the finds.   
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INTRODUCTION  

 

Between April and October 2021, at the request of Cozad and Fox, Inc., CRM TECH performed a 

cultural resources study for the proposed Second Street Improvement Project in the City of 

Beaumont, Riverside County, California (Figure 1).  The project includes extending Second Street 

from its current terminus to Pennsylvania Avenue, widening Second Street from the current terminus 

to the westerly boundary of the Home Depot shopping center, and associated drainage improvements 

along the roadway.  The project area measures approximately 2,850 linear feet in length and 

encompasses roughly 5.5 acres, lying across the boundary between Sections 10 and 11, T3S R1W, 

San Bernardino Baseline and Meridian (Figures 2, 3). 

 

The study is a part of the environmental review process for the project.  The City of Beaumont, as 

the lead agency for the project, required the study in compliance with the California Environmental 

Quality Act (CEQA; PRC §21000, et seq.).  The purpose of the study is to provide the City with the 

necessary information and analysis to determine whether the proposed project would cause 

substantial adverse changes to any ñhistorical resources,ò as defined by CEQA, that may exist in or 

around the project area.   

 

In order to identify such resources, CRM TECH initiated a historical/archaeological resources 

records search and a Native American Sacred Lands file search, pursued historical background 

research, and carried out an intensive-level field survey.  The following report is a complete account 

of the methods, results, and final conclusion of the study.  Personnel who participated in the study 

are named in the appropriate sections below, and their qualifications are provided in Appendix 1. 

 

 
 

Figure 1.  Project vicinity.  (Based on USGS San Bernardino and Santa Ana, Calif., 120ôx60ô quadrangles [USGS 1969; 

1979])   
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Figure 2.  Project location.  (Based on USGS Beaumont, Calif., 7.5ô quadrangle [USGS 1996]) 
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Figure 3.  Aerial image of the project area.  
 

 


